Report all the measures: Researchers are sometimes tempted, when using multiple measures of a construct, to report only the measure with statistically significant findings. This selective reporting is deceptive, unless a compelling reason exists to prefer one measure and that reason is reported in the paper.
Track subjects: Attrition, a common fact of research, is often inadequately described in reports. For example, a report might indicate how many subjects were contacted for potential participation as well as the number of subjects who completed the study. However, this scenario leaves readers uncertain regarding how many subjects were eligible and enrolled but lost to attrition. Specific areas of science have other potentially important missing information.
Reveal the wrinkles: Deviations in study design implementation sometimes occur. For example, recruitment in community sites may yield subjects who know one another and so could contaminate group conditions; or, they may even attempt to attend experimental sessions with friends instead of as they are assigned. Report such variations in the paper, including any changes in inclusion criteria.
According to plan: Research is a planned endeavor, and authors should report the planned study as it was planned, including statistical analyses. It is inappropriate to report a post hoc analysis devised after examining the data as a main analysis. Any post hoc analyses must be clearly labeled as such. Of course, when data do not meet assumptions of planned analyses, this should be reported along with the appropriate analyses.
The point of this editorial is that a research report can only be considered accurate when it is complete. Although stories about fabricated research results are spectacular and damaging to the image of science, inadequate reporting studies may have a larger negative impact on knowledge development (Al-Marzouki, Roberts, Marshall, & Evans, 2005; Smyth et al., 2011) . Missing important information allows readers to misinterpret the existing literature and thus hinders the cumulative nature of science. Vicki S. Conn, PhD, RN, FAAN University of Missouri, Columbia, USA
